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It is plain, that the Universalists by substituting Une- 
versalist for Baptist, in Mr. Ward’s letter, might claim: 
: ‘ 7 this people with as much propriety as you do. I onl 
YO THE EDITORS OF THE CHRISTIAN auets the following as a spociehi. ** On this aintal, 
WATCHMAN. the Universalists may be considered as the only chris- 
tien community which has stood since the times of the 
Gentlemen,—In your paper of Sept. 8th, I find a let- apostles; and us a christian society which has preserv- 
ter from Mr. Ward to a Dr. Stuartof Edinburgh. The] oq pure the doctrines of the gospel through all ages.” 
following part arrested my attention, He says, “* We| Phe above remarks | would have sent to you for publi- 
have now seen, that the Baptists, who were formerly | cation but presuming you would decline this, | send 
called Anabapiists, and in later times Mennonites, | them to the Universalist Megazine. Ifagreeable to you, 
were the original Waldences; and who have Jong, in| please to copy them and repiy. | am yours respect- 
the history of the church, received the bonor of that) fully. AN INQUIRER AFTER TRUTH. 
origin. On this account, the Baptists may be consider- 
ed as the only christian community which has stood —— 
since the times of the apostles; and as a cbristian socie- 
ty which has preserved pure the doctrines of the gos- 
pel through all ages.*’—J presume, Gentlemen, it did 
not occur either to you or Mr. Ward, that the Mennon- 
ites are not only Baptists, but that they are also Univer- 
salists. My authority for this is, Adam’s religious world 
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A counterpart to the anecdote, “* Encouragement to 


Prayer,” found in the Christian Watchman, June 23, | 


last page and last coluinn, with remarks. 


fact is, truth can never be ascertained by this process ; 
for we see people every day, shifting from one plan in 
religion to another, The Baptists can pray and allure 
people ont of the Congregational plan, the Methodists 
can do the same, and we do not see why it cannot also 
be done by Universalists. Itis a notorious fact, that 
where revivals of religion take place, the converts em- 
brace al] the various plans of religion. Roman Catho- 
lics, Episcopalians, Presbyterians, Methodists, Baptiste, 
Universalists, &c. &c. a]! find some of these persons to 
adopt their respective plane. Which of them all is 
right, is seldom considered by the converts, and as sel- 
dom is it inculcated on them to examine freely for them- 
selves,—what ws truth? No lJittle jealously is some- 
times excited among the rival sects, and considerable 
ecrabbling who shall allure most to join their respective 
churches, The Universalists invite in the discussion of 
the question—what Is truth? But instead of accepting 
the invitation, they are amused by anecdotes, and as- 


,eailed with hard names, and that Universal Salvation is 


a soul-destroying doctrine. Let not the editors of the 


displayed, vol. 3d. page 367. He says, ‘“* The Men- fonsenege Watchman forget, that the pious godly Men- 


nonites in Holland, have long held the doctrine of the 
Universalists.” Is Mr. Ward a Universalist as well as ‘Two young ladies of a family, which attended on! 
a Baptist? And did he consider Universal Salvation as} my ministry for a number of years, left their mother’s | 





nonites were Universalists. Let this be engraven on 
the palms of their hands? Should it be found, that 
Universal Salvation is one of the doctrines of the gos- 


one of the doctrines of the gospel which they have held | hanse (she was a widow) to reside in another state ata | pel, which they have preserved pure throngh all ages, 
‘ 


in purity through all ages? Either too much is here | considerable distance. They, like many others, inat- 
said in praise of the Mennonites, or Universal Salvation | tentive to the bible echeme of religion, were allured into. 
is a pure doctrine of the gospel. Yes, gentlemen, these | the Baptist plan. An elder sister and brother iving with | 


it will not be difficult to determine, whether God heard 
the prayers of the persons or not in the above anecdote, 
Let all the sects concentrate their force to prove Uni- 


Mennonites whom you glory in as so honorable to your | their mother, and hopefully pious, when they beard of! versal Salvation wrong, by a candid appeal to the scrip- 


sect, are said to be Universalists, They beld, what you) the danger theit sisters were in, were led to seek their) 


tures. If Universalists shrink from the discussion, it 


are pleased sometimes to call,—‘* The soul-destroying | deliverance by prayer. They agreed to spend sepa-| will show that they love darkness rather than the light. 
doctrine of Unirersal Salvation.” 1 may safely leave it| rately, half an hour on Saturday evening at the setting! If you con put them down by fair argument, do it ; but 
for you to decide, if, consistency does net require it, | of the sun, in prayer to God for the two sisters. The; l aver, that such silly anecdotes, related to excite the 





that you either deny this account of them to be correct, 
or, that you become Universalists. At least I think 


you ought not to speak so harshly of your Universalist | 


brethren in Boston, and yet continue to glory so much 
in your Universalist brethren the Mennonites. It is su- 
perfluous to remind you, that Universal Salvation cannot 
be less a soul-destroying doctrine in Holland, than it is 
in Boston; and that the soul of a Dutchman, is as pre- 


cious as that of a Bostonian. If Mr. Ward’s account of | 


the Mennonites be correct, is it not a severe reproof 


given to you as Baptists, that you are not Universalists | 


like them? If their faith and order is that preserved in 
purity from the apostles, why do you not in all the 


things mentioned in Mr. Ward’s Jetter conform to them ; 
and as they are Universalists, | ask you why not in this! 


also? What could be a greater deviation from the pure 
doctrines of the gospel, which they are said to have pre- 
served pure through all ages, than to hold the doctrine, 
that a great part of the human race are to be eternally 
miserable ? But, I suppose you glory in this account of 
the Mennonites, hecause they are Baptists! And may 
not the Universalists in like manner glory in them be- 
cause they are Unirersalists / If baptism be one of the 
doctrines of the gospel, which they have held in purity 
threugh all ages, why may not Universal Salvation be 
so also? And if you should gay this is a soul-destroy- 
ing doctrine, the Universalists may say, so is baplism; 
yea, may add, your glorying in the Mennonile: is made 
void, for they are Universalists. Moreover, if this ac- 
count of the Mennonites is published to increase the 
honors of the Baptist sect, why may not Universalists 
put in their claia: for a share? for they are Universal- 
ists as well as Baptists. Their share of the honors, 
ought to he just so much more than yours, as the doc- 
trine of Universal] Salvation is more important than bap- 
tism. 

But it ought not to be overlooked, that after the pub 
lication of this letter, you onght to blush to slander the 
doctrine of Universal Salvation as leading to licentious- 
ness. The whole of Mr. Ward's letter goes to show, 


that the Mennonites have been in all ages, the people, | 
who preserved pure tae doctrines of the gospel, ond’ 


were eminent for piety, holiness, and zeal. If vou or 
any one else, should in future call those who held the 
doctrine of Universal Salvation, pioneers of jnfidelity, 
and, that this doctrine leads to licentiousness. the Uni- 
versalists have only to refer to Mr. Ward’s letter, a» 
your public confutation of such slanderous. accusatious. 


hearer of prayer was not unmindful of their supplica-} prejadices of the weak and ignorant, are a disgrace te 
tions. The two sisters were awakened, and hopefully; any sect. Yours respectfully. 
brought into the gospel plan of salvation. May tbe pi-! AN INQUIRER AFTER TRUTH. 
ous in every family, and neigiborhood, agree two and 
two, on the Saviour’s plan, to ask in prayer to God, | 
spiritual blessings for their children, and neighbors who 
are yet dead in their sins.” 

If this is the kind of logic taught at New-Haven, to} TO MR. ADIN BALLOU. 
/ prove one sect right and another wrong, | shall never| 
'send any of my friends there to learn logic. If this | Dear Sir,—I observed in the Magazine of October 6, 
*“ respectable minister,” who communicated this anec-| your letter to me. You appear to write in the first part 
dote, has no better way of proving his plan to be the of your communication, as if you were possessed of all 
gospel plan, J shall never be one of his hearers, if 1 can humility, and divested of all self-esteem. I shall not 
with decency avoid it. We think both be and the re- attempt now to affirm whether this is, or is not the case. 
spectable editors of the Watchman, ought to have hada Suffice it to say, that it is a maxim which will hold 
‘little more respect to the understandings of their read- good, in the most of cases, that as much as a person 
ers, than to think such an anecdote was good for any degrades himself below a mediocrity of character, so 
thing, except to excite popular prejudice against Upi-| much he wishes to be raised above in the estimation of 
_versalists. They see how easily this mode of warfare’ the world. But so different is the style of the commu- 
can be used against themselves. Choose your man, gen- | nication, in this respect, from that of the review, that I 
tlemen, and send him forth to the field of fair and hon- was led to serious doubt that it was written by the same 
orable discussion, for such anecdotes may tmjure, but! person. Whether you wrote it, or not, makes but little 
can never promote truth, They are calculated to irri- | difference with me; but 1 should not suppose, that you 
tate, but can never convince a Universalist. Is there| would consent to be a medium for the conveyance of 
not a man among you, who can defend your cause by | lampoon to the public prints. 
scripture and argument? If there isnot, I think you| 1 expressed my surprise at seeing such language pub- 
would do well to be silent, until you send such a man, | lished to the world, as was contained in your review ; 
for every man who loves truth will only view such an-! and this surprise was increased by the consideration 
ecilotes as mere signals of distress, Butto return, why that the person whose writings you were examining, 
did the persons choose Saturday, and Saturday evening and concerning whom this language was lavished, stood 
al the setting of the sun, for their time of prayer? Is high in the estimation of his fellow men; and should be 
God more willing or more at leisure, to hear prayer at respected for bis age, usefulness, and moral conduct. 
this fime, than any other? No, he is always ready to But you say, ‘* what is this great disrespect? Why 
car prayer, but it is well known, that the New-Haven had you not given the reader a specimen of it?” [| 
“. bbath begins at this time; and these persons could, answer; | thought | would not retail scandal at the 
without any loss of time or labor, attend to it. But expense of the time and patience of the readers of the 
passing this, when these two prayed for theirrelations Magazine. | presumed, that they could be favored 
being saved frou the Universal plan, and thetwoin my with something more profitable for their perusal, To 
an cdote, presented their supplications that their rela- be sure, the whole of your publication olen, if the edi- 
tions might be delivered from the Baptist or Congrega- tor had thought proper, have been published in ‘the 
tional plan, which of them must God answer? You, Magazine; bat | wished to be very cancire in what I 
no doubt, will say the prayers of the Baptist or Con- wrote, respecting it. | also suid you poured a volley 
gregatinualists, Task, how do you know this? Yon! of abusive language upon a beloved and respected tmin- 
answer, by their relinquishing the ‘'niversal plan, and ister of the gospel. You ask, ** why did you not shew 
embracing the Buptist or Congregational plan, But it the reading *tranger what it is; and where be ey find all 
is found that God heard the prayers of the others also, this 2? Wear sir, would not the reader Jearn from ‘my 
for them relations relinquished the Baptist or Congrega- remarks, that he could find it in your publication — 
‘tional plan, and embraced the Universal plan. The But as it may be proper, [ will eay, you did accuse Mr, 
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B. of pitifully representing the faith and character of 
christian people. You did accuse him of condemning 
the humble child of God with the superstitious and self- 
righteous bigot. And you furthermore, upon the 
strength of the knowledge you had upon the subject, 
accused him of falsehood. 1 will now transcribe a few 
sentences from the review, upon which the preceding 
remarks are founded. Mr. B., in his sermon, said— 
“The opinion which christian people generally hold, 
respecting this subject of the new birth, you all under- 
stand, as well perhaps as it can be explained ! for they 
themselves acknowledge, that it is so mysterious, that 
the reason and common powers of man’s understanding 
ean have no just views of the subject..”. Mr. A. D. in 
his publication says, ‘** christian people do not generally 
hold such mysterious notions of the new birth, if I have 
any knowledge upon the subject; for he is the first I 
am sure, that ever gave me this important information. 
} however think this a very resplendant manifestation 
of his candor.”? Again, from Mr. A. D.’s publication. 
‘We might readily suppose that he (Mr. B.) and his 
brethren were destitute of sin, or they would not have 
been so hasty to cast the stone, as was done by a 
most pitiful misrepresentation of the faith and charac- 
ter of christian people ; but which in the end proved 
the author himself a transgressor; because he built | 
again that which he had destroyed. But we will in- | 
quire if they are so much more perfect and holy than | 
ethers; than those whom they so much degrade and | 
misrepresent,”? I shall quote no more from this crude 
mass at the presenttime. 1 accused you of degrading a 
respectable class of christians, meaning Universalists. 
ik quoted the language you applied to them. You now! 
request me to describe the character of a christian, and | 
tell you who this respectable class of them is. Why, | 
sir, do you ask this question? Do you not know to; 
whom you applied the language | quoted? You ap-| 
plied it to Universalists; and it was them, 1 said you | 
degraded. But stop—You perhaps will not allow, that | 
a Universalist can be acbristian. Is it possible that a 








san who believes, that ** God will have all men to be 
saved,” can bea christian? Is it possible that a man} 
who believes, that ** the Lord its good unto all, and” 
that “* his tender mercies are over all his works,” | 
ean be achristian? Bot the question yet remains to be} 
answered, and a christian’s character must be defined. | 
This | shall not do ; for the subject is perfectly clear as | 
it is. You wish me to shew you, where you represent- 

ed any class of people, in the shocking manner I said 

you did. Dear, sir, why did you ask this question ?— 

Did you do it, merely to quibble? I quoted from your 

publication the very words you used. Had I used my 

own language, you would have had a shadow of excuse. 

But when I quote your own Janguage, you ask where 

you represented any people, in this shocking manner. 

! suppose, sir, that it looked so egregiously wrong, that 

you could not believe it to bein your publication. But 

it is there. Look at it. You represented this class of 
people to be quarrelsome, tyrannical, unnatural, diso- 

bedienl, unkind, dishonest, unjust, immoral, inlemper- 

ale, angry, resentful, desperately proud, and blasphem- 

ous!!! No wonder that you call it sHockine. It is 

‘indeed so. And now, sir, you must either allow that 

Universalists have no claim to the name of christians, 

or else, that you did not apply these remarks of yours 

to them. And if not to them, to whomdid you? This 

‘is the unaccountable violation of cbristian charity, and 

sommon justice of which | spoke. 

You ask, why it appears surprising to me, that any 
ene who claims the least pretention toa belief in the 
doctrine of Christ, should ask such questions as you 
did, concerning Universalists. Ans. Because this lan- 
guage implies, that they are a class of people destitute 
of honor or honesty. Because I think it would surprise 
any candid man, to hear one who professed the religion 
of Jesus, more especially one who professes it, asking 
such questions as these concerning a class of his fellow 
men, who, in common with others, could, in justice, 








elaim the epithet of good moral citizens. 


Yonr questions, with which your thirteenth paragraph | be changed. 


commences, merit but little attention. 1 will ask you, 
eir, if common for wen, of the most honesty, to borrow 
one hundred dollars, without giving security for the 
suine? Is it common, for the men of the most integri- 
fy, in our country, to hire laborers into their service, 
having one or more years credit for the amount of their 
labor, without giving any other security than their bure 
word for the payment of the debt? | know not what 
you mean by your interrogations? Why do you ask 
such childish questions? Read them over again, and 
see if you understood yourself, when you asked them. 
If | were in the habit of Joaning money, or possessed of 
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my earnings so Jong, | would as willingly trust Univer- 
salists, one or more years without security, as any other 
denomination of christians. You ask, what aml to 
understand these questions to refer to. They refer to 
the subject, they are treating upon, ‘* Ts this the effu- 
sion of love, of Jove to all men?” Would to God that 
every individual, would feelingly respond in auswer— 
No!—The true love of God has no such effects as these. 
The believers of the sentiment, which teaches that God 
will burn in the fire of bell, through all the coming 
ages of eternity, a part of his offspring, for his own glo- 
ry, and the gratification of the self-styled saints, or that 
he will exalt a few to heaven and destroy the rest, may 
feel that they can play their pranks with impunity, and 
denominate as wicked, those that do not believe as 


they do; but true love to God teaches the exercise of 


the same good feelings to one, and all of the human 
race. You wish me to define charity. I shall not do 
this. I do not make myself an object of criticism as a 
lexicographer. You wish me to say, what | understood 
you to mean by the words ‘ ¢frue character.” | under- 
stood you to mean, that the ‘frue character” of those 
of whom you were speaking, was contuined in the fol- 


‘lowing words: ‘* quarrelsome, tyrannical, unnalural, 


disobedient, unkind, dishonest, unjust, immoral, in- 
temperate, angry, resentful, desperately proud, and bias- 
phemous /* Did you mean to be understood, that this 
was their true or false character?) You ask, what you 
are to understand that I meant, by asking if you wrote 
as if you were dictated by the principles of the chris- 
tian religion. What do you mean, sir, when you ask a 
question? | meant to get an answer. Respecting the 
concession you made concerning those Universalists 
who are to be respected for their morality, and virtuous 
conduct (which according to yourself is only one to 
ten,) | remarked, * (his is really a splendid manifesta- 
tion of the honesty of his hearl.’ You wish to know 
what the amount of this is. If you have not yet been 
able to ascertain, apply to one of the presiding elders 
near you, and no doubt he will be very willing to assist 
you to information. If you fail in this atternpt, and do 
not get satisfaction, ask yourself, what you meant by 
these words in your publication, “this is a@ very re- 
splendant manifestation of his candor.’ Lasked in re- 
Jation to this concession, ** who would not do this? that 
is to say, who would not be as honest, and candid, and 
charitable as you were? Now mark your answer, sir ; 
and J <all upon those who are competent to the task, 
to decide, if this is not an unaffected display of self- 
righteousness. ‘Jt is to be feared that many in the 
world wil] not do it!!! Here we have your opinion 
of yourselfin full. It is to be feared that many in the 
world will not do what | have done!!! Do you thank 
your God, that you are not like other men? The con- 
clusion of your sixteenth paragraph, | do not under- 
stand ; or rather J am unwilling to think, that you meant 
any thing so palpably absurd, as what your words seem 
to indicate. You first say, that many in the world will 
not do what you have done, and then, ‘ it is not from 
a belief of Universalism that be is induced thus to act.” 
It appears to me, that if this means any thing, it means 
that Universalism will not induce a person to do what 
you have done. Is this the meaning you designed to 
express? If it be not, | cannot understand you. Inow 
ask you, if a belief of Universalism, which teaches that 
we are all brethren, that Jesus died for all, that God 
will save all through the Saviour, and with one salva- 
tion, will not lead people to act from pure principles of 
love, what will? Let us know. Press the question 
home to your conscience, dear sir, | beseech of you, 
let it have its full effect upon your mind, will a doctrine, 
teaching that God will destray the creatures which he 
created and which he preserves, and bate them through 
all the coming ages of eternity induce its believers to 
exercise universal love? The believers of it, will par- 
teke of the cruelty of the God they worship, if their 
doctrine have any effect upon them. Will love beget 
hatred?) Will cruelty beget compassion? Will re- 
venge beget forgiveness? Not untii the order of things 
In your seventeenth paragraph, you ap- 
pear to depart from the subject in question, and beg « 
discussion upon another, and a different one. 1, there- 
fore, pass over jt withoutremark. You wish to know 
what | have seen of the tendency of your doctrine (you 
did well to call it yours. We read nothing of Adin 
Ballou’s doctrine in the bible,) that leads me to ques- 
tion whether it would be an inducement for its believ- 
ers to act from principles of pure love. I ask, did 
your doctrine influence you when you wrote your pab- 
lication? Did that lead you to caii men querrelsome, 
tyrannical, unnatural, disobedient, unkind, dishonest, 
unjust, immoral, miemperale, &e.? Uf it id, did it 











eNough of it, to enable me to dispense with the use of 





love? 
“If iis be love, me HATRED give ; 
“ Live, live forever, HATRED live!” 


You askk—** What, dear sir, in nature, makes you 
think it wrong, that one who has used his endeavours 
to make people believe that Universalism is a licentious 
doctrine, should issue such sentiments as I have ?°— 
Why say, ‘In nature ?? ” | said nothing about it. I did 
not say it was wrong—I said it was strange, and now 
repeat it. It is strange that you were not more careful, 
while finding fault with other doctrine, to hide the de- 
fects in your own, as you term it. You here overreach- 
ed yourself, and defeated your own schemes. ‘This re- 
minds me of a circumstance which transpired lately. 
I met a man, who to all appearance was so intoxicated 
he could not stand still. He began to tell me of the 
| licentions tendency of that doctrine which teaches that 
Jesus Clirist was ‘a man, and that ‘God will have all 
men to be saved.’ Did he not, while decrying Univer- 
salisin as licentious, give incontrovertible evidence of 
the immoral tendency of his own, if it had any effect on 
his mind? You wish to know where you have given 
evidence of immoral effect of your doctrine. This has 
beeu answered+before. Did your doctrine influence 
you when you wrote your publication? When you 
declared that ‘*It will not do to trust these beaven- 
born subjects (Universalists) with all their pretensions 
to a new birth and so much love, with property or any 
other valuable, without having the arm of the civil law 
opeu against them.’ Are these expressions manifesta- 
tions of love or hatred? You wish to know what I 
meant by these words, * A most wonderful instance of 
the exercise’-—Ans. I presume | meant to be under- 
stood as you did, when you lavished upon your ‘dear 
Mr. Laithe’ all those unmerited encomiums which are 
found in your communication—snch as, * Learned 
Sir,’ ** Respected Sir,” ** Charitable Sir,” &c. You 
wish to know what | consider the state of the fountaia 
to be from whence the sentiments in the review proceed- 
ed? Ans. The quotations which I made will shew. Read 
there, sir, with attention. Do you realize their import ? 
Do you fee! justified in the use of your language? You 
wish toknow what authorises me to state that we can- 
not expect any thing like impartiality from such a 
source?—Ans. The partiality which is manifested in 
your publication. Would you say that of the class of 
Christians to which you belong, that you have said of 
Universalists ? or are they better? Have they done 
those things, which “it is to be feared many in the 
world will not do?” You ask, ‘* What attempt has 
been made to brand Univerealists with infamy ? [noto- 
riety of bad character]|—And wherein is it perfectly 
evident ?* Dear sir, do you wish me to quote your 
language again? Have you a copy of your publiestion 
by you? Read that, particularly the 18th and 19th 
pages. You wish to know on what foundation I hope 
and trust that they will, by their actions, prove to the 
world that *‘ the goodness of God leadeth to repent- 
ance’—QOn the foundation above which the apostle 
based the doctrine of the passage quoted. What other 
man’s servant have I judged? Ans. If Universalists 
are not your servants, they are another man’s ; and his 
servants they are, to whom they yield themselves ser- 
vantsto obey. ‘* Who is the master to whom he stand- 


eth or falleth? Ans. To him whose laws take cogntz- 
ance of his actions. 


I have failed not to reply. 
Yours, with respect, affection and esteem, 
LAITHE 
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To the Editor of the Magazine, 

Sin—What should we expect from the being 
called the Devil, if we supposed him possessed 
of self-existeat almighty power, infinite hatred, 
knowledge and vindictive wrath? If he were 
to create intelligent beings, would he not most 
likely make them in his own image? of course 
totally depraved, full of enmity to al! holiness, 
and in love with all wickedness. Wovld he 
not give them power and knowledge to do mis- 
chief, and te bate and torment one another? 
Would he not make them wholly wicked and 








miserable to all eternity? If he decreed 


‘what be would do before he beran to cre- 


induce you to act from principles of pure love? of love; aie, would he not determine th’ they should 


to all men? Are these expressions the effects of* 
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be malicious and miserable forever? or if he 
only foreknew that if he made creatures they 
would be unholy and wretched, would he not 
choose to gratify his malice, power and vindic- 
tive wrath, by causing them to come into exist- 
ence to be eternally damned ? Would not such 
conduct be a proper way for an infinitely wick- 
ed being to glorify himself? He would glority 
his power in creating, his knowledge in fore- 
seeing their miserable doom, his sovereign ma- 
lice and wrath, in fitting his creatures to en- 
dure pain the most excruciating. He would 
glorify his sovereign will in making creatures 
wicked, and then his vindictive wrath and cru- 
elty in tormenting them. Now what can be 


more terrible, hateful, and distressing to a ra-' 


tional mind, than the belief in the existence of 
such a self existent, almighty being ? Can we 


conceive that such a being is worthy of love, 


adoration and praise? Can he deserve our re- 
spect and service ? 
ous sects of Christians, except Universalists, 
profess to believe that the benevolent God of 
heaven is just such a being, with respect to 
those whom they think will be left in sin and 
misery to all eternity? Perhaps they may 
shudder at the suggestion that they represent 
their God to be such a being, yet | see not how 
they can consistently deny it; for the Calvin- 
ists profess to believe that God bas fore-ordain- 


ed whatsoever comes to pass; and they like-; 


wise profess to believe that many of the human 
race have gone to endless misery—of course 
God foreordained it. 
lieve that God will leave many of mankind to 
abuse their freedom, transgress his law, and 
sink down into everlasting misery, from whence 
they shall never be delivered; and God fore- 
knew this would be their dreadful end. when he 
brought them into existence ; yet he chose to 
make them. Hence both Calvinists and Armi- 
nians must have the same idea respecting the 
God they worship. Calvinists depend upon the 
partiality of God towards them, in giving them 
regenerating grace. ‘Then they think, as God 
has converted them, he views them as pious, 
and then pardons and brings them to heaven. 
Arminians say, God would save all men, if they 
would only use the means, the power and the 
grace given them, and turn to him; but God 
must not turn them to him by his irresistible 
power, or make them willing to repent; for if 
he should, he would destroy their free agency. 
Hence, it depends finally or ultimately upon 
men, whether God ever saves any of his crea- 
tures. So it seems, the everlasting God must 
usk the leave of his dependant creatures, whe- 
ther he shall ever bring one soul to eternal 
glory. May we not with propriety exclainm— 
Poor weak God of the Arminians! Poor partial 
God of the Calvinists ! ? 
OBSERVER. 
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‘ This is a faithful saying, and worthy of all acceptation. 
For therefore we both labor and suffer reproach, be- 
cause we trust in the living God, who is the Saviour 
of all men, specially of those that believe.”-1 Tim. 
iv. 9 and 10. 


One would suppose, that those, who so zealously con- 
tend for the doctrine of endless misery in a future state 
of being, never had read the above passage; because it 
seems incredible, that a person shonlea read a passage 
so plain, direc/, and postive, to the salvation of all men, 
and yet contend that any, much less, the greater part 
‘ef mankind would not receive the benefit of this salya- 


Now, do not all the vari-. 


Arminians profess to be-. 


tion. 
; timony of the iuspired apostle, that ‘* all men will be 
saved, special]: those that believe ;’’ and yet preach a 
doctrine as contrary to his testimony, as light is from 
/darkness! If yon should tell one of these preachers 
{that their doctrine was in direct opposition to that 
‘taught by our Saviour and his apostles, they would feel 
‘indignant at the suggestion, and deem it an insult to 
‘name it. Ifthese persons were not strongly biased in 
| their judgment, by an erroneous education; if they 
| had not been taught to believe in the future torment of 
la great proportion of the human species ;—and that 
| those who teach a different doctrine were herelical, and 
/not to be confided in; they would cast aside their pre- 
i judices, and hear with candor a fair exposition of the 
j oracles of divine truth: although it should come froma 
| person of opposite sentiments from themselves, But it 
(is a lamentable fact, that most persons of the above de- 
scription, whenever they undertake to argue, contend 
for victory, and not for /ru/h. Were not this the fact, 
‘why would they teach their brethren, that the doctrine 
| of God’s universal] benevolence is a dangerous doctrine, 
(and endeavor to dissuade them from hearing or reading 
‘it? Would they deem it fair, in any person, who 
should try to persuade their children, that it was dan- 
,gerous to trust in the goodness of their parents? by no 
means. Then this should lead you to the following 
| query ; Is it not possible | may be wrong in opposing 
‘the doctrine, of the universality of divine goodness ?— 
Is it not wrong to attach to the supreme Being, a char- 
}acter, which | should be offended at having applied to 
jmyself? Then if you should decide in the affirmative— 
| strive to construe every dark and obscure passage of 
| scripture, so as to meet in the centre of this love of 
i God. If one half the pains were taken to represent 
the Almighty in bis real character—by teaching, the 
i** Lord is good to all, and his tender mercies are over 
fall his works;°—that there is to exhibit him, as he 
\is not, a God of wrath and vengeance; I think there 
would be more believers, and more attention paid to 
-incnicating and practicing that love to God, and our 
i neighbors, whici is so forcibly taught in the scriptures, 
, and which constitutes at once both our duty and our 
‘happiness: And this must necessarily be the case—for 
{thus we are taught by the apostle, that ** we love hia, 
| because he first loved us ;” and this is the only princi- 
‘ple upon which we sre commanded to love him. But 
if we should be actuated by the principles, on which 
‘those who limit the goodness of God seem to.teach, 
‘how different would be our motive, They represent 
jall maukind as sinners—and the Almighty as hating sin- 
_ners, and yet call upon sinners to love God, of course, 
| they virtually teach, that we should love God, because 
ibe first hafed, us! Bat my brethren, “* cease ye from 
| wan whose breath is in his nostrils,”? and be taught of 
| God, love the Lord your God, &c and your neighbor 
| as yourselves,—and thus fulfil the commandment. 
WINCHESTER, 
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* American Independence.” 


The celebration of the birth day of our nation has 
hitherto been noticed in a manner, which has not per- 
haps at al) times, been consistent with the principles of 
a moral aud religious people. We were much gratified 
in observing, in the Centinel of the 13th inst. acommu- 
nication over the signature of ** Americus,” exhibiting 
the propriety of observing this day, as one of thankgiv- 
ing and prajse, rather thaw hilarity, and intemperate 
mirth. The fullowing pertinent remarks are extracted 
from bis essay :— 


** The blessings of liberty and independence are the 
fruits of Divine benignity, and should be so acknowl- 
edged, prized and improved. Therefore, in celebrating 
the anniversary of ovr independence, it behoves the peo- 
ple of this country, as Christians highly favored of God, 
to adopt such iaodes of conduct as are most respectful 
to our Divine Benefactor, most certain to meet bis ap- 
probation apd insure a continuance of his favors, and 
best adapted to produce salutary effects on the hearts 
and lives of our citizens, These sentiments will not be 
denied by atly well-informed and unprejudiced cbris- 
tian. 

‘* Suppose that these anniversaries. should be observ- | 
ed as days of religious thenk*giviug to Gop, for his un- | 





But such is the faet, that they both read tbe tes- | 


deserved mercies to our country ; that the public ora- 
tions of the day should be wisely adapted to remind 
the people of their obligations to a Divine Protector and 
Benefactor, and of their constant dependence on his 
goodness—to eradicate all unfriendly feelings towards 
our brethren of foreign nations—to cultivate the spirit 
of kindness and conciliation between people of differ- 
ent sentiments among ourselves—-to exbibit the evils of 
war in their proper colors, and to prevent their recur- 
rence ;—that the contributions for the pecuniary ex- 
penses of the day should be devoted to benevolent pur- 
poses, for relieving the wants of the needy and distrese- 
ed—especially such as may have been reduced to indi- 
gence by the ravages of war. Would not such a mau- 
ner of observing the day be more acceptable to Gon, 
more uscful to man, and more becoming a christian 
people? If it would, what reason can be given why it 
should not be preferred and adopted ?” 

The foregoing remarks we consider strictly in unison, 
with the prin-iples of universal benevolence, and good 
will to And as the writer asserts, we can per- 
ceive no reasonabje objection, why his hints should not 
he reduced to practice. The worship of God, the in- 
finitely wise, perfect, and good Being, from whom we 
receive all our present blessings, and al] our assurances 
of immortal happiness and glory beyond the grave, cer- 
tainly demand our first and most serious attention.—— 
And when we consider the mercy, and impartial good- 
ness he expreseed toward mankind universally ; when 
we consider that the Son of the Most High has redeem- 
ed us from all iniquity, ‘* and purified unto himself a 
peculiar people zealous of good works,” and assured us 
that he will finally introduce every son and daughter of 
the race of Adam to eternal felicity, our gratilude should 
spontaneously flow forth from our hearts, and we should 
sing his praises, and adore his wisdom, goodness, and 
power. We sincerely hope, that the remarks of ** A~- 
mericus,”? will influence the public mind, and incline 
their hearts unto his belief. And that instead of the 
roar of Cannon, and the festivities generally introduced 
on this day—we shall observe our churches thrown 
open, that we may worship in the temple of the living: 
Gop, whose ** tender mercies are over all his works,” 
and who will ultimately bring in the whole race of hu» 
man beings to share the joys of eternal felicity and glo~ 
ry. This surely would be a more consistent, and we 
trust a more acceptable manner of expressing our gratl- 
tude, to our common Father, who has ** cast our lings 
in pleasant places.” 


men: 


pd ; 
Thursday, the 6th day of December next, is appoint 
ed for the celebration of our annual Thanksgiving. 


‘- 





TO CORRESPONDENTS, &c. 

Erratum. We injorm our readers, the communica; 
tion over the signature of ** Chauncey,” where it reads 
the ‘power of God ‘with? salvation,” should read ‘un/o” 
salvation. Also, where it reads ‘that ‘hey’ may have a 
sure foundation,” &c. read ** that ‘you’ may have a 
sure found#tion,” &c. 

“ B. ¥.” is received, and will be published as soon as 
convenince will permit. 

A commonication, with the signature of ‘* J. Butte?- 
field” is received. / 

We have received a communication written so -i 
ible, without signature, or date, that we are obliged to 
Jay it aside as useless, 

** Seek Trath,” in our next. 

‘6,’ is received, in answer to “*R. C * * * 
will be published in our next. 

“J, Be**** >> will be inserted next week. 

MARRIED, 

In this town, hy the Rev. Mr. Dwight, Mr. George 
Jay Dexter to Miss Philinda Nelson. 4 

By the Rev. Mr. Wiley, Mr. Thomas Pratt to Miss 
Rachael Farmer. 

In Hingham, by the Rev. Mr. Richardson, Mr. Geg. 
Hersey to Miss Lydia Marsh. 
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DIED, 
In this town, Mrs. Margaret Eliza, aged 30, wife of Mr. 
T. Brewer, and daughter of the late Mr. John Deverell. 
In Marblehead, Mr. Benjamin Dennis, aged LXXXVI. 
He lived to fight the battles of his country 10 four dif- 





ferent wars; and in the late war, acted as gunner and 
oficer on board of different privateers. 
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AN ACROSTIC. 


Jesus, the Saviour from death and from sin, 

E’en tidings, glad tidings, to sinners did dring ; 
Salvation, redemption, through faith in his name— 
Unchangeable love from our God did proclaim, 
Saying peace on the earth and good will toward men. 


Come, then, brother christians, who love the whole truth, 
Have regard to the morals instill’d in your youth ; 
Return from the path in which sinners will run, 

In reading and keeping the words of the Son— 

So let all your light so shine from the word, 

That men by beholding may glorify God. G. 


SELECTED. 


The following Ode was written by a Lady in the north), 


of England, who for many years had been oppressed 
with a hopeless consumption: It is unnecessary to 
speak of its beauties to the reader who possesses 
taste and sensibility. 


ODE TO SICKNESS. 


Not to the rosy Maid, whom former hours 
Beheld me fondly covet, tune I now 
The melancholy lyre: No more I seek 
Thy aid, HyGera ! sought so Jong in vain, 
But ‘tis to thee, O SicknkEss, *tis to thee 
I wake the silent strings—Accept the lay. 
Thou art no tyrant, warring the fierce scourge 
O’er unresisting victims ; but a nymph 
Of mild, though mournful mein. Upon ti y brow 
Patience sits smiling ; and whos heavy eye, 
Tho’ moist with tears, is always fix’d on heaven. 
Thou wrap’st the world in gloom ; but thou canst tell 
Of worlds where all is sunshine—and at length, 
When through this. vale of sorrow, thou hast led 
With many a smile of promise, thy pale hand 
Unlocks the bowers of everlasting rest; 
Where Death’s kind angel waits to dry their tears, 
And crown them with his amaranthine flowers. 


Vet I have known thee Jong, and I have felt 
All that thou hast of sorrow. Many a tear 
Has fall’n on my cold cheek ; and many a sigh 
Call’d forth by thee, has swell’d my aching breast: 
Yet still I bless thee, O thou chastening power! 
For all I bless thee! Thou hast taught my soul 
To rest upon ilse/f ; to look beyond 
The narrow bound of time, and 4x its hopes 
On the sure basis of eternity. 


Meanwhile, ev’n in this transitory scene, 
Of what hast thou depriv’d me? Has thy hand 
Clos’d up the book of knowledge—drawn a veil 
O’er the fair face of nature; or destroyed 
The tender pleasures of domestic life ? 
Ah no—’tis thine to call forth in the heart 
Each better feeling; thou awakenest there 
That unconfin’d philanthropy, which feels 
For all th’ unhappy—that warm sympathy, 
Which, casting every selfish care aside, 
Finds its own bliss in seeing others blest— 
That melancholy temper, yet sublime, 
Which, feeling all the nothingness of earth, 
Exalts the soul to heaven; and, more than theese, 
That pure devotion, which, ev’n in the hour 
Of agonizing pain, can fill the eyes 
With tears of extacy—such tears, perhaps, 
As angels love to shed. 


These are thy gifts, O Sickness! These to me 
Thou hast vouchsafed, and taught me how to prize. 
ShaJ] my soul shrink from aught thou bast ordain’d ? 
Shall I e’er envy the luxurious train, 

Around whose path prosperity has strown 
Her gilded toys? Ah, let them still pursue 
The shining trifles ; never shall they know 
Such pure and holy pleasures as await 

The beart refined by suffering. Not to them 
Hors Fancy sing her wild, romantic song ; 
*Tis not for them her glowing hand uncraws 
The sacred veil that hides th’ angelic «orld. 
They hear not, in the music of the wind, 
Celestia] voices, that, in whispers sweet, 





| 
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Call to the flo 
They see not, at the shadowy hour of eve, 
Descending spirits, who. on silver wing 

Glide through the air, and to their barps divine 
Sing, in soft notes, the vesper hymn of praise 5 
Or, pausing for a moment, as they turn 

Their rapid eyes on this poliuted scene, 

Drop on their golden harps a pitying tear. 


Prosperity ! J count thy gifts no more : 
Not thine, O fair Hygeia! Yet to thee 
1 breathe one fervent prayer; attend the strain. 
If, for my faded brow thy havd prepare 
Some future wreath, Jet me the gift resign : 
Tronsfer the rosy garlaod; bid it bloom 
Around the temples of that friend beloved, 
On whose moternal hosom, even now, 
I Jay my aching bead! and, as | mark 
The smile that plays upon her speaking fae 
Forget that ever | have shed a tear! 
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To the Editor of the Magazine, 

Sirn—I have been an attentive reader cf your 
Magazine, in which J have found much suid a 
bout Universal Doctrine, as tending to licenti- 
ousness :— Do those who assert this, know what 
the Universalists hold to as their doctrine? I 
think they do not; for, if they do, and will con- 
sider for one moment, they will see how tmecon- 
sistent they are with themselves—I mean the 
Calvinists.—Sir, | profess to know something of 
the doctrine, as held by the Universalists ; and, 


as I understand it, it is a doctrine embracing sal-| 


vation, not from punishment, but from sin; and 
this by the * free grace of God in Christ Jesus,” 
Now, sir, if this is a licentious doctrine to 
preach, it as well applies to the Calvinist as to 
the Universalist. Suppose only one filth part 
of the human family are to be saved, and that 
part are to be saved by the free grace of God, 
(and this all the Calvinists contend for) is it not 
a licentious doctrine to preach, as much so as if 
the whole human family were embraced in it ? 
I think so, foriet it be remembere® that itis not 
the doctrine that saves, but declares ihe way of 
salvation, and what we are saved trom. Well, 
methinks I hear the Methodists and Free-wili. | 
ers say, this is ‘true, and therefore we| 
preach, for doctrine, that it lies in the will of 
the creature to be saved ornct. In answer to 
such, the apostie says—* It is not of bim that 
willeth, nor of him that runneth, but of God, 
that sheweth mercy ; for by grace are ye saved: 
now the reward is not received of debt, but of 
grace: we are. freely justitied of lis grace.” 
And mauy, almost innumerable, are the passages 
of scripture to this effect; and net one in all 
the new testament to the covtrary, that 1] have 
knowledge of. 

Grace fiows from love—love being an attri. 
bute of God, it must, like him, be universal 
‘The opposers of Universalism ofien bring to my 
mind the declaration of St. Paul—* Changing 
the glory of the incorruptible God into images 
like unto themselves’’—that is, they being fill- 
ed with partiality, have in theiz imagination a 
God of partiality ; being lindted in goodness, 
(for itseldom extends beyond their own church, 
or body of Christian<) have a God limited jp bis 
benevolence and grace; being of an anforgiv- 
ing temper, they have an imaginary God who 
will never forgive iniquity, transgression and 
sin—this is “ corrupting the word of God, and 
bringing upon themse!yes swift destruction.” 
Again, look at the faise and gress reasoning of 
the Key. Lemuel! Haynes; he has told us that 
the Devil was the first Universalist preacher 
ever known; he says that the doctrine of Unt- 
versalisia is from the devil, Saying nothing a- 
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wers—the young and bashfol flowers! | graph, I shall only shew the absurdity of his de- 


claration, that Universalism imitates the devil ; 
when they say that the human family did not 
die in the sin of Adam an eternal death, and 
therefore preach eternal life, in Jesus Christ. 
This Mr. H. would have to bea lie. Now it 
is evident from 1 Corinthians xv. that we are 
all restored (in Jesus Christ) to life, from that 
death which all died in Adam. Mr. H. would 
have us preach the true gospel as he under- 
{stands it, and in order (to do this we must preach 
eternal death. I will now make a supposition : 
Suppose a man should go into any society of 
Christian believers (except those who have 
been in the habit of hearing Mr. H.) and de- 
clare that he had come unto them agreeably to 
the prophetic declaration of Isaiah— How 
i beautiful are the feet of him that bringeth good 
‘tidings, that publisheth peace, that bringeth 
| good tidings of good, that publisheth salvation, 
' 
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that saveth unto Zion, thy God reigneth;” and 
then should begin to preach the glorious gos- 
pel (as Mr. H. would have us understand it) of 
ETERNAL DEATH! Would not the people 
say that he was a madman or a fool? | think 
they certainly would. Yet we see that blind- 
ness leadeth into the ditch, and superstition 


| draggeth headlong. 





Ob! Christ, our joy, but Satan’s dread ; 

In thee all souls from sin are freed ; 

Of this Thou hast assurance given, 

In that Zhou didst ascend to heaven. 

Bot unbelieving man will scant 

‘} he promises, in their extent, 

To sag the pow’r of sin’s not dead, 

Tho’ Christ has crush’d the serpent’s head. 

Bot we believe that Christ, our king 

Did unto all salvation bring ; 

Thus to believe, on all we call, 

And shout, Salvation’s wrought for ALL ! 
ARMESTIS, 


ORIGINAL ANECDOTE, 


A few days since, Mr. J. a member of Mr. B.’s 
church in M . Was conversing with Mr. F. (a Uni- 
versalist) upon the all-important subject of religion; 
when Mr. J. stated that the bible wholly contradicted 
the doctrine taught by the Universalists, unless they 
seleoted here and there a passage. Mr. F. replied, that 
if we compered the different passages of seripture, so 
as fo harmonize one witb the other, he believed they 
would comprise the sentiments taught by the Univer-al- 
ists. —“* If they do,” said Mr. J. ** 1 will have nothing 
to do with them—I will wholly reject the bible.” 

Query. What sort of a Christian is Mr. J. ? and how 
far does he follow the precepts of Christ ? and how 
many such professed followers are there now among us, 
in the fashionable circles of society ? 





THE ATHEIST. 

A celebrated astronomer and cliristian philosopher, 
having au acquaintance who denied the existence of 
the Supreme Being, took the following method to con- 
vince him of the grossness of his error, npon his own 
principles. Expecting him ata certain time, ona visit, 
he procured a very handsome globe of the starry heav- 
eus, Which being placed in a corner of the room, where 
it could not escape ‘the gentleman's observation, the 
latter seized the first opportunity to ask from whence 
it came, and to whom it belonged. ‘ Not to me,’ said 
the astronomer, * bor was it ever MADE by ANY PERSON, 
bot was moulded into that form, and came into this 
room BY MERE CUANCE.’ * That,’ replied the gentle#” 
inan, ‘is impossible.* The astronomer, however, with 
an air of seriousness persisting in his assertion, took oc- 
cation to reason with the gentleman upon his atheisti- 
cal principles. You will not, said he, believe that this 
small body originated in MERK CHANCE; and vet you 
would contend that those heavenly bodies, of which it 
is only a faint and diminutive resemblance, came for- 
tuitously into existence without order or design. Pur- 
suing the chain of reasoning, the gentleman was at first 
confounded—in the next place convinced—-and ulti- 
mately joined in acknowledgement of the absurdity of 





bout the doctrine of Universalism in this para- 


denying the existence of Ged, «s the intelligent, all 
wise and powerful Architect of the universe. 











